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Whether at this day there be no Pure and Apoſtolick 
Service of -God.in the World, except that Eſtabliſh'd.by 
Law-in Zaglerd and Ireland ? Whether it be Lawful for 
the. People of Eaglend to invent a Church to themſclves, 
divided from all the reſt of the ChriſtianWorld ? By what 
Authority do they.cenſure the Sacraments and Rites of 
the, Rowen Church ; | | 

Whether Cravmer was the firſt Arch-Biſhop of the 
Church of Exzglexrd? The reaſon of my doubt, is, be- 
cauſe the Arch-Biſhops of Camterbury for nine preceding 
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-W that be. a true. Church that wants Lawful Pa- 
ftors-? And whether Paltors, not Lawful and True, can: 
be ſaid to have true Secremwents ? If not, then, is it not 
better £o-Com nunicate under One Kind with Catholicks, 
than under No Kind with, Reformers.. ©. .. 
| Wheaber the XXXIX. Articles ofthe Charch of Ede" 
land be" Articles of Faith, yea ar no ? If not, th: no body 
is bound to believe them under pain of Dawnation. 
they be, thea hath the Churchof Zzgland invented. new 
Articles of Faith beſides thoſe X11, jaſtituted by Chriſt 
and his Apoltles. - ... , | Ln 

Whether the Refarmed. Religion may not-be divided 
and ſub-divided into endleſs Reformations ? 

Whether in the matter of the Excheri[t, the Argument 
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ueſtion is, becauſe the Serpent deceiv'd our firſt Parents 
f perſwading them to believe their ow# Eyes rather than 
the Word of God. As that They ſhould eat of the Tree of 
Knowledge becauſe it was fair tothe Eye. Now if Mankind 
were ſo deceiv'd by their Sight, pray whence ſhould their 
other Senſes deſerve more credit. _ flv 

Whether the Cherch of Exgland be not changable ac- 
cording to the various inclinations of ErgliſhParliements? 

Whether the Spirit of Calvin denying, and that of / x- 
ther affirming a Corporal Preſence of Chriſt in the Sacra- 
ment,be the ſame Spirit?If not,then both cannot be of God. 

Was not John ( alvin a moſt impudent Creature in afſu- 
ming to himſelf the Office of Reforming the World, being 
yet but a young Man of 25 or 26 years of age, and that 
without all pretence of Miracles, a thing which Chriſt 
himſelf undertook not under 3o years of age. 

Whether, from the Womb of the Reformation have not 
iſſued all thoſe Slaughters, Rapines, Tumults, Plundring 
of Churches, Schiſms, and Civil Wars which broke out 
in the year 1641 ? | 

Whether Africa produces more variety of Moxſfters,than 
Britain does Fanaticks, where every Man may Read, 
and Interpret the Scriptures according to his own Judg- 
ment of Diſcretion ? 

Whether Queen Elizabeth, born of Ann Bolen,(Queen 
Katherine yetliving) can be thought Legitimate ? 

How admirable was the Wiſdom of Henry VAI. by 
expelling one Pope of Rome, to raiſe up infinite Popes of 
his own Subjeds. | 

By whoſe Authority did he Divorce his Virtuous Wife 
Queen Katherine ? His own, or a Foreign ? If by his own, 
why may not other Kings alſo put away their Wives at 
their pleaſure ? If Mary: his Daughter by Queen Kathe- 
rine, Was Legitimate Heireſs of the Kingdom, then F!;- 
zabeth was not; becauſe it was not Lawful for King Fen- 
ry to have two Wives at once. 
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If that Religion be Sacred that's Eſtabiſh'd by Law, 
why didQueen Elizabeth deſtroy the Catholick Religion 
Eſtabliſh'd by ſo many As of Parliament ? 

Elizabeth Expel'd 14 Catholick Biſhops from their Sees 
for refuſing the Dathof Supzemacy. But how could they 
Swear her to be Head orSupreamGoverneſs ofthe Church, 
when they could notSwear ſhe was Head of theKingdom? 

Did not Cranmer and his Reforming A)ſociates (teal their 
Liturgy out of the Roman Miſſal, Ritual and Breviary ? 

Are notProteftants bound by their Dath of Supzemacy 
to obey the King as Supream Goyernour,as well in all Spt- 
ritual or Eccleſtaſtial "Things or Cauſes, as Temporal ? 
What mean they by theſe words. Ar well-in all Spiritual as 
Temporal Things or Canſes, &c. But that Proteſtants are 
Sworn to yield to the King all manner of Obedience,both 
Civil and Religious? Are they not obliged therefore accor- 
ding to this Oath,. ta became Ceztholicks with a Catholick 
King, Catvinifts with a Calviniſt King? Arians with an 
Arian? 1 (ay according to this Oath, becauſe the King's 
Majeſty is the only SupreamGovernour (underChriſt) as 
well in all Spiritual as TemporalCauſes, Which wordscon- 
fels in the King a Spiritual as well as Civil Juriſdiction. 
But whence does his Spiritual Juriſdiction appear, without 
the Power of the Keys ? 

You will (ay the King is to be obey'd,fo far as we may 
by the Laws of God, and the Kingdom. Be it ſo, then it- 
follows,” that the King is not Supream: Governour-under 
Chriſt, but the Laws of God and the Kingdom. And-what 
if Controverſy ariſe between the King-and his SubjeCts 
about the true' Senſe of Scripture ? Who ſhall be Judge? 
the private Spirit, or not? Hence, it 1 am not miſtaken, 
came the Riſe of our. late Civil Wars.” 

Why-did'ſo many Noble Men under Edward. 1V. and 
Q. Elizabeth, (o readily embrace the Reformation 2 'Was't 
for Conſcience-ſake, as the Lucre of Church-Lands ? 

Why do Engliſh-men (ſo deſirous of Novelties,) hate 
Popery £* 


LI 
Popery? Perhaps becauſe Popery is no Novelty. 
The C hwrch of England is either Fallible, or Iofalliblez 
if Fallible (as is confelt by all) then is ſhe not founded up- 
on a Rock, becauſe ſhe may Deceive, and be Deceived. 
Whether Cardinal Wolſey did wiſely by Demoliſhing 
Monafteries to found Coledges F The reaſon of this doubt 
is, beeauſe the Tree of Knowledge was not the Tree of Life. 
Is therenot wanting in the Church of England a more 
corre& Tranſlation ot the Bible ? Many material Errors 
being ſound in our preſent Frglif Bible,tending to Schiſn 
and liberty of the Ffp. For Inltance, Gal: 5. 17. Den. 4. 
24. where theProphet ſpeaks thus to King Nebuchadnezar, 
Quamobrem Rex, conſilium menm placeat tibi & peccata 
tua eleemoſynis redime, & iniquitates tuas miſericordiis 
Panpernm. Which Text the preſent Engliſh Tranſlation 
thus renders, viciouſly :enough. Wherefore O King, break 
off thy fins by Rizhteonſneſr, and thine iniquities by ſhewing 
mercy to the Poor. Whereas it ought to have been Tran(la- 
ted, Redeem thy fins by Alms-deeds, and thine iniquities b 
ſhewing mercy to the Poor. Again, how are St. Pauls words 
to the Corinthiens miſ.rendred, 1 Cor. 7. 9. Quod fi non ſe 
continent, nubant 5 But of they cannot contain, let them 
Marry ; where this word (cernot) not being found in the 
Greek, was deviſed in favour of the Feb. $5. ety 
Likewiſe the words of Chriſt, Matt. 19. 11. are cor. 
rupted in favour of the Fleſh, Nox omnes cepinnt verbum 
iftnd ſed quibus datus eff, All Men (cannot) receive this 
aying, but ſuch to whom it is given. It ought to be, all 
Men do not receive this ſaying. Alſo the words of Job, 
Chapter 7. x. and many other Texts, eſpecially, Exod. 
20+ 4. in hatred of the Pi&re of our Saviour. Nox facies 
tibs Sculptile. Which word Sculptile, is by the 70 later- 
preters Tranſlated 7dol, as indeed it ought to be, becauſe 
God did not forbid Tmreges, bat Idols. 
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